The extreme southwestern corner of Western Australia is a small relatively mesic area, separated from other mesic areas by thousands of kilometers of desert. Not surprisingly, a distinctive endemic fauna characterizes this region, including two monotypic genera of elapid snakes, Elapognathus and Rhinoplocephalus (Cogger, 1983) . Virtually nothing has been published on the ecology of these taxa. Based on dissection of 55 specimens in the collection of the Western Australian Museum and the Australian Museum, the present note provides data on body sizes, sexual size dimorphism, reproductive biology and food habits of these two species, E. minor and R. bicolor. Additional data on habitats, behavior and ontogenetic color change in these snakes, based on observation of living specimens, have been provided by M. Peterson, S.Wilson and A Kreger.
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Both species are very small, with average snoutvent lengths of ca. 30 cm. Adult males of E. minor averaged 28.8 cm SVL (SE = 2.83, N = 7, extremes 18.9-38.5 cm), and females averaged 33.9 cm (SE = 1.49, N = 5, extremes 28.2-36.5 cm). Adult male R. bicolor averaged 34.6 cm SVL (SE = 0.81, N = 12, extremes 30.0-40.0 cm) and females averaged 32.8 cm (SE = 1.04, N = 11, extremes 26.1-37.2 cm). Hence, the sexes attain similar sizes in both taxa. Both species are live-bearers, with well-developed oviductal embryos present in E. minor (WAM #R 59023) and R. bicolor (WAM #R 70718, R 40970). Litter sizes were determined by counting oviductal embryos or enlarged ovarian follicles. Despite being similar in average body sizes, fecundity was much higher in E. minor (litters of 8, 9 and 12) than in R. bicolor (litters of 1, 2, 3 and 5). A full-term oviductal embryo of E. minor measured 8.9 cm SVL. Seasonal timing of reproduction seems to be similar in both species, with the gravid E. minor being collected in January (midsummer), and gravid R. bicolorin October and January. Adult females collected at other times of year had small «6 mm) ovarian follicles (April and June for E. minor; March, August and September for R. bicolor). A similar seasonal timing of gestation has been recorded in virtually all temperate-zone Australian squamates studied to date (Shine, 1985) .
Dissection of museum specimens yielded five prey items for E. minor (in five snakes), and 26 for R. bicolor (in 24 snakes). Prey items from Elapognathus comprised two scincid lizards and two myobatrachid frogs (all unidentifiable to genus) and two myobatrachid frogs of the genus Crinia (species unknown). All prey from stomachs of Rhinoplocephalus were scincid lizards: eight were not identifiable to genus, two were Ctenotus (species unknown), three Ctenotus labillardieri,four Hemiergis peronii, five Leiolopisma trilineatum, one Menetia greyii, two Morethia lineoocellata and one Sphenomorphus gracilipes. These data suggest that R. bicolor may feed entirely on lizards, despite Kinghorn's (1929) record of a frog in the stomach of one specimen. Elapognathus has a more generalized diet than does Rhinoplocephalus.
Collection data for E. minor (M. Peterson and S. Wilson, pers. comm.) suggest that it is diurnally active (two specimens collected basking in midmorning), and occurs in swampy areas among the dunes in southwestern coastal areas from Two People Bay in the east to Busselton in the northwest. Rhinoplocephalus bicolor is sometimes sym- Iridomyrmex conifer. Two other specimens were found under granite slabs, and single specimens under a wooden plank, a sheet of iron, and in a hollow stump of Xanthorrhea preissii. Another specimen was unearthed by a bulldozer. The stickant nests consist of football-sized, tightly-packed masses of twigs or Casuarina needles extending from above ground level to varying depths underground (Fig. 1B) . Two records were obtained of three snakes within a single nest, comprising two neonatal and one adult R. hie%r in each case, and both occurring in September (M. Peterson and S. Wilson, pers. comm.; M. Fitzgerald and G. Mengden; pers. comm.) .
The apparent preference of R. hic%r for disused stick-ant nests may result from several factors. These nests, because they are partly above ground level, remain at least partially dry even when the soil in these swampy regions is completely saturated. Also, they retain warmth in the evening better than the moist soil, and probably provide the driest and warmest microhabitats available to snakes in these coastal dunes. Restriction to stick-ant nests may also deter potential predators, as it is difficult to distinguish disused nests from those still occupied by ants (M. Peterson, pers. comm.). Lastly, these nests serve as nocturnal and winter retreats for many diurnally-active lizard species, including all of those recorded from stomachs of R. hieD/or. Rhinop/oeepha/us therefore may not leave its stick-ant nest for foraging. Crepuscular activity has been noted in captive snakes, but active specimens have rarely been found in the field despite many hours of spotlighting along roads in suitable habitats (M. Peterson, pers. comm.) .
Rhinop/oeepha/us hic%r (Fig. lA) also displays a remarkable ontogenetic shift in color pattern, unlike that seen in any other Australian elapid. Neonates are dark powder blue dorsally with a yellowish lower lateral region and a faint yellowish vertebral stripe on the nape. The head is much NOTES darker than the body, and the venter is pink or white. Larger specimens change color, with the dorsum becoming greyer and the lateral region attaining a stronger orange color. The vertebral stripe gradually decreases in size. Adults are dark purple-brown dorsally, with the head the same color as the body, and with a deep orange-red lateral region.
In summary, these two small endemic monotypic genera are similar in habitats (coastal swamps) and body sizes (average approximately 30 cm SVL, minor sexual dimorphism) but differ in diets (Rhinop/oeepha/us eats skinks; E/apognathus eats skinks and frogs), times of activity (Rhinop/oeepha/us is crepuscular, but usually remains within stick-ant nests; E/apognathus is diurnal) and fecundity (litter sizes 1 to 5 in Rhinop/oeepha/us, 8 to 12 in E/apognathus). Some of these differences may be phylogenetic. Rhinop/oeepha/us is thought to be closest to the Uneehis lineage (Mengden, 1985; Storr, 1985) , and resembles those snakes in its crepuscular behavior, low fecundity, and reliance upon scincid lizards as food. In contrast, E/apognathus is probably closest to Drysdalia eoronata and the Noteehis lineage (Mengden, 1985; Storr, 1985) and is similar to these taxa in its diurnal behavior, high fecundity, and more catholic diet (cf. Shine, 1981) . 
